
IN SENATE.April 2, 1846.

OREGON.
Mr ASHLEY who wan entitled to the Hoor, moved to

dispense with the'previous order* and take up the Oregon re¬

solution of notice; not, however, that he might address the
Senate himself, but because the 8enator from Michigan (Mr.
Cass) wsi here, on hi« p«rol, he presumed, [a laugh,] and
was desirous, a« he understood, of replying to the little epi¬
sode in the debate which took place yesterday.

The motion prevailing.
Mr. CASS rose to address the Senate, but, from (he great

rapidity of bis delivery, it wan difficult to follow him with any
giejt accuracy. The Rejwrter will endeavor to present no

much of Mi. C.'a speech us he could hear sufficiently to com¬

prehend it.
_.He commenced by returning his thanks to the henator from

Arkansas (Mr. A*ulkt) for his courtesy in waiving his own
right to the floor, that he might give him an opportunity of re¬

ply to the remarks of the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. l^x*irow,) made yesterday during his absence. 1 he Senator had
said well; he was here, he supposed, on his parol, having
been a prisoner to the Senator from Missouri (as that Senator
intimated) by virtue of his own admission. Mr, O. said la-
had been captured by the enemy it seemed twice; once many
yeara ago, when contending against the pretensions ol Urcut
Britain in time of war, and nrfw again when contending
ngamut her pretensions in time of peace. His country had
redeemed him from Ihe former captivity.he was about to re¬

deem himself from the latter. He had said he had been cap¬
tured by "the enemy he lmd in the present case used that
Wrm metaphorically only, for there was nothing in his past
r elation* to the Senator from Missouri, and he hojied nothing
91 present, to lend to the use of the word in a more literal
se use ; if there was, he, for one, should greatly iegret it. He
was aware of the strength of that Senator as an opponent;
but he had encountered greater difficulties before now than
that with which he had at present to contend, and he did not I
doubt to get through them with entire safety.
The Senator had accuscd him of coming to the Senate with

a prepared sjieech. Mr. C. pleaded guilty to this accusation.
He had done that very thing.most assuredly. And he could
not but think that the man who rose to speak in such a I
pr« sence, without due preparation, must either greatly over-
rale his own powers, or as greatly undervalue the intelligence
of the audience whom he was addressing. Mr. C. was

guiltv of no such presumption. When he addressed the Sen¬
ate of the United State-, especially on a great national ques¬
tion so momentous as this he *1'<1 w''h all the previous pre¬
paration he could make. He thought he owed this much to
his respect for the Senate, for his country, and for himself.
He hoped never, either to make or to hear, in that chamber,
an unpremeditated speech.

But he would go at once into the subject; and if he did not
prove to the perfect satisfaction of every man within these
walls

[Mr. Hvxsegax. Of every impartial man.]
No, (said Mr. C.) 1 will not take the suggestion of myfriend ; 1 will riot say of every impartial man : I say, if I do

not prove to the satisfaction of every man within the sound of
my voice that I was right in the position I assumed in my re¬

marks, then I will consent to lie bound as the prisoner of the
Senator from Missouri, and to light the battles of the " forty-nine "

party.two of the greatest calamities that could befall
me in this world. [A laugh.]

Mr. C. said he should treat thin question fairly, impartially,and calmly.and not in the spirit which had marked the
speech of the honorable Senator from Missouri. Throughout
that entire speech there had run a tone and oh air such as I
Mr. C. should not have expected from that gentleman. There
was in every part of what he had addressed to the Senate an I
air of triumph and of exultation such as belonged to one cer¬
tain and proud of victory. The Senator fiist erected a forti-1
iication for Mr. U., and" then battered it down with his own I
cannon. He had taken no such positions as the Senator had I
attributed to him. In refuting the arguments brought against I
this position, unwarrantably assumed as his, Mr. C. should
exhibit no such spirit; he should endeavor to treat the ques¬
tion with calmness.with no airs of confident triumph, with
no tone of proud and confident exultation.
The Senator asserted that Mr. C. had maintained in his I

speech before the Senate that the line of 49° north had not
been established by the commissaries appointed under the
treaty of Utrecht as a boundary between the British and
French possessions on this continent; arid that if it could be
proved that that line had been so established by them, that I
then Mr. U. would abide by it for life, and never speak one I
word nor advance one stop beyond it. Mr. C. had not said I
so ; he had put himself in no such position.
What was the case ' What was the point made by the I

Senator from Miaaouri ' The Senator had risen, in order to 1
vindicate the reputation of the Senate from assenting to facts 1
alleged to be true, but which were m fact false.
The Senator represented Mr. C. as having said that no

commissaries ever were appointed under the treaty of Utrecht; I
and that they never had established any line as a boundary.
What Mr. C. had said in his speech, and what he now le-

peated was, that great doubts existed as to the establishment
of that line. Mr. C. had inferred on ihU point w> the work
of Mr. Oreenhow, and had said that he believed the view
given there to be correct; and he still thought that Mr. (,reen-
how had established the point, and that the Senator Ironi Mis¬
souri, who insisted that such a line was established, had fail¬
ed in his endeavors to prove it. At all events, there were
such grave doubts as to the fact that gentlemen might take op
posite positions in regard to it without any just imputation on
either their judgment or their veracity. And here he begged
to observe that in his judgment it was a matter of no import¬
ance whatever whether the fact in dispute were established or

not; and in his apprehension here lay the great error of tue
Senator in supposing that it whs of great consequence.

^

It
was a mere historical fact, which, at best, had no bearing
whatever on the question at issue as to our title in Oregon.
It had no more influence on that question than the disputed
authenticity of the story of Romulus and Remus. /The teal
question was, whether the parallel of 49°, as a boundary line
between England and France, ever was intended to extend
over the Rocky Mountains ' That was the true, and the im¬
portant question. And it was on thai question, and not as to
whether the line had been established at all or not, that Mr.
C. planted himself. If it could be shown that the lioundary
of 49° did run over the Rocky Mountains westward to tue

ocean, so as to bound our claim to the whole <>f Oregon, then
Mr. C. would agree, as he had said, henceforth to close his
hps, and neveT say another word as to any rights of the I lil¬
ted States north of 49°.

In regard to the treaty of Utrecht, what had the Senator
said > He said that the commissaries were appointed accord¬
ing to the treaty, and that they did establish the parallel of
49°. But he ilid not say that that fine ran over the Rocky
Mountains he never once affirmed that : and that was the
one and only fact of the least importance to this Oregon ques¬
tion. There was no difficulty as to what was our boundary
east of the mountains. Our difficulty lay wholly west of
them ( and the question was, whether the parallel ot 49° was
no a boundary between us and England as to atloct our claim
to the whole of Oregon ' That, and that alone, was the true
question.
As to the mere abstiact historical fact whether these com¬

missaries were appointed.whether they ever met, and whe¬
ther they cvei did establish any line at all.this was not a

lecture-room ; the President of the Senate was not a profes¬
sor of history ; and the Senators were not students of a class
canvassing certain questions of fact as to what had taken
place some centurv ago. How the Senator could deem it no-

cessary to detain the Senate with a long argument (and, he
admitted, an argument in aome respects very able) to prove
that these French and British commissaries did meet, and d:d
run n certain boundary line east of the Rocky Mountains, aj>-
rtea red most strange and unaccountable to Mr. C. It was at
the Rocky Mountains that our whole difficulty commenced ;
it there, and there only, that the question became of any
consequence.

, , .Mr. C. said he should he as briel as he could, as he had
no inclination to trespass on the time or attention of the Senate.
The real rjuertion win one important in iUelf ; and, tiexiue*,
Mr. C. was anxious to redeem himself from what the Senator
seemed to suppose must be his imprisonment for life.

Mr. C. then read the following extract from Mr. Bextos's
speech i
" Mr. B. then made a statement introductory to the proofswhich he meant to introduce, and showing how the treaty of

Utrecht had become applicable to thin question of boundarybet ween the United St-tes and Cireat Britain. It grew Out of
the purchase of Louisiana, and was coeval with that purchase. |ft was known to every body that tl.v northwestern corner of!the United States could not l»e closed, because there wa» an
impossible call in the treaty of 17M. It called for a due west |course from the 1 -ake of the Woods to the Mississippi, when
such course would never strike the Mississippi.the lake beingnorth of the head of that river. Upon the (opposition that thsline due west from the lake would strike the river, the rightto its free navigation was granted to the British by the treatyof peace ; but, on finding that the Him; would not strike the
river, the struggle hwgan between the two countries.on the
part of the British to deflect the line, to turn it down southwest,and thus to to the river, and »ith this arrival ii|>oii that
stream come to the enjoyment of its navigation. The struggleon the part of the United States was to prevent this conse-

Sienee.to elose the line without yielding tin- navigation ; and
is contest liad continued twenty years, when a treaty wassigned in London to terminate this contest. 'It was in the vesrMr. Jefferson bein^ President, and Mr. Uufua RingMinister in Ixmdon : for, in those days, Ministers were not so

rapidly changed upon a change of Administration as has some*
times since occurred.

.' The fifth article of the treaty then signed deflected the line
so as to reach the Mississippi on the shortest course ; arid this
was done in conformity to instructions from the tiovermaetitof the United Status. This treaty was signed in the spring of
1 DOS i and it so happened that about the same time.nainelv,twelve days l»efore the signature of the treaty in London.<.lie
treaty, without ihe knowledge of Mr. King, for the sale of Ixm-
isiaoa to the United States, was signed. The two treaties ar¬
rived in the United States together, and Mr. Jeffersom imme¬
diately saw the advantage which ihe 1/Ouisiana treaty gave hiin
in cutting off forever the British, both from the navigation ol

the Mississippi and from the whole valley of that river The
most aoeomplUhed diidoouUin in America.perhaps equal to
any i. Kurope-h* saw at oi.cc that the acquisition of Louisiana
put a. ... the .hoe. of the Freud, in all iheyareaues apn|.,*ble
to tlmt province ; that it especially made u. a part) to hi U a
tv of Utrecht; tcuve u« the bci.ciit ot the Hue 49, established
under that t.xaW ; and he immedmtelydetermined to reeoiu-
nieud to the Senate the rejection ol the fifth article ot the treaty
signed at London, and to rely afterward, upon the: Utrecht
treat v a. a .natter of right to force the British out o| the valley
ot the Mississippi. the Senate concurred w,,|, him. 1 hey
rejected the fifth article of the treaty 5 aud then the double du¬
ty'..refuted itself to he performed at London.

.....44 The rejection of the article ol the treaty whs to be justified;
the treaty of Utrecht wa. to be plead against the Britilth, to put
an end to their darling de.ire to obtain the iwn igation ol the
Mississippi. The lir.t wa. a delicate dutv. The non-ratifica¬
tion of a treaty, concluded under instruction., except for Rood
cause, is, by the law of nations, an injury to the adverse Power,implying a breach of taith but little short of the enormity ot
violating the Mime treaty after it. ratification. To show this
good cause.to justify ourselves for a seeming breach offaith.
was the immediate careot Mr. Jefferson ; and immediately hI-
ler the Senate had acted upon the two treaties, namely, on the
14th of February, 1804, Mr. Madison, Secretary of State,
w rote to Mr. Monroe (Mr. King having asked leave to return
when he had concluded his treaty) to bring this delicate busi¬
ness before the British Government, and satisfy them at once
upon the point of non-ratification of the fifth article. 1 he ti'ea-
ty of Utrecht furnished the justification, and Mr. Monroe was
instructed to urge it accordingly."
The Senator then went on to any :
44 Thii extraordinary statement brought him to the produc-tion of his authorities. He would now have recourse to the

language of other., and would read a paiagraph h orn the hrjtletter of Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe on this subject: 'It
4 the fifth article be expunged, the north boundary Ot Louisiana
4 w ill, as is reasonable, remain the same in the hands ot the
4 United States as it was in the hand* of France, aud may be
4 adjusted and established according to the principles aud au-
4 thorities which in that case would have been applicable.4 There is reason to believe that the boundary between L.0U1-
'siana and the British territories north ol it were actually4 fixed bv commissioners appointed under the treaty ot I trecht,
4 and tlmt this boundary was to run from the l-uke ol the Woods
4 westwardlv, in latitude 49 degrees ; in which case the htlh
'article would be nugatory, a. the line from the Lake ot the
4 Woods to the nearest source ot the Mississippi, would run
4 through territory which, on both sidts ot the hue, woulil
' belong to the United States."

44 There U reason to believe" that the boundary, Ac. Hero
it was evident that Mr. Miulison doubted (is to the fart : and
why might not Mr. C. doubt also ? Not a fact had since been
clicited to remove such a doubt. Mr. Madison was in doubt
whether such a boundary was 44 actually fixed." And he
sent Mr. Monioe to the fountain head of authority to ascer¬
tain whether auch was the fact or not. The Senator from
Missouri had said that the fact was 44 assumed lor certain.
Hear his language, after further quoting Mr. Madison, as
follows :

......l i44 Annexed is a paper stating the authority on which the de-
4 cision of the commissioners under the treaty of Utrecht rests,
4 and the reasoning opposed to the construction making the
«49th degree of latitude the northern boundary of Louisiana,
« with marginal notes in support of that construction. This
4 paper will put you more readily into possession ot the sub-
Meet, as it may enter into your discussions with the British
4 Government." But you w ill perceive the necessity ot recur¬
ring to the proceedings of the commissioners, as the source
4 ofauthentic information. These are not within our reach here,
4 and it must, consequently, be lelt to your own researches
4 and judgment to determine the proper use to be made ol
4 them."

- ..44 Mr. B. remarked upon the language ot this extract.
The fact of the commissaries having acted w<w assumed
for certain; the precise terms of their act, and the construction
of those terms, was not exactly know n ; and Mr. Monroe w as
directed to examine the proceeding ot the commissaries in
London.to ascertain the particulars.and to act according to
his judgment."
But this (said Mr.C.)waa the language ofuncertainty. "There

is reason to believe" was not the language of one certain ol a
fact. And, accordingly, Mr. Monroe was sent to headquar¬
ters to find out the true facts in the case. Mr. C. had said
in his speech that Mr. Madison spoke doubtfully on the sub¬
ject ; and he would now appeal to all present in that cham¬
ber to say whether this was not true. He had said that Mr.
Monroe did not add any facts to the statement of Mr Madi¬
son ; that he gave to the British Government no additional
authority. He referred the British Minister to nothing.to
nothing at all in addition to what Mr. Madison had stated.
He spoke in the same words us Douglass did when speaking
ol the treaty ; and there could be nod >ubt at all that Mr. Mon¬
roe got whatever he stated to the British Gove.nment out ol
Douglass ; and it all came back to what had been leferred to
by Mr. Madison ; and that was the mere historical tact, as

given by the historian, and nothing more. Mr. C. then fur-
ther quoted :

44 Mr. Monroe did so, and found notth* least difficulty on
either branch of hi. duty. The justification lor the non-rati-
tication of the boumlary clause seem, to have been admitted
without a word ; nor did the other branch of the subject en
counter the least difficulty. The Utrecht treaty carried all
through. But let Mr. Monroe .peak for himself. In hi. let¬
ter to Mr. Madison, of September *, 1K04, he *avs: We
4 then proceeded to examine the convention repeating tl»e
4 boundaries in the light in which the ratification by the Prvs.-
4 dent presented it. On tliat subject, also, I omitted nothing| 4 which the document, in my jw.session enabled me to aay ; in
4 aid of which I thought it advisable, a few day. afterwards, to
4 send to his lordship u note explanatory of the motives uhich
4 induced the President and Senate to decline nitifjingthe4 fifth article. As the affair had become by that circumstance
4 in some degree a delicate one, and a. it was in its nature ln-
. tricate, I thought it improper to let the explanation "hich 1
4 had given rest on the memory of a single individual. By4 committing it to paper, it might be better understood by4 Lord Harrow by, and by the Cabinet, to whom he will doubt-
Mess submit it-'"

v .u .44 In thi. extract f resumed Mr. B.) Mr. Monroe show, that
he held a conversation with Lord Harrowby, the British Sec-
retarr of State, and used th* Utrecht treaty for both the pur-nose.' for which hr had been instructed to use it, and withper-
tect .uccess. He also shows that, unwilling to leave such an

important matter to the memory ef an indiv idual he drew up
the substance of hi. conversation in writing, ami delivered it
to Lord Harrowby, tlmt he might lay it betore the Cabinet.
The production of this paper, then, is the next link in the chain
of the .4ide1.ee to be laid before the Senate ; and here it is :

44 ruper respecting the boundary of the United States, deh-
ixrea to Lord Hamnvby, September 5, 1804.

44 By the tenth article of the' treatv of Utrecht, it is agreed
4»4that Frauce shall restore to Great Britain the bay and straits
. of Hudson, together with all lauds, seas, seacoasts rivers,
4 and places situate in the said bay and straits which belong
4 thereunto,' fecc. It is also agreed 4 that cot*nissaries shall
4 be forthwith appointed by each Power to determine, within
4 ti vear, the limits between the said hay of Hudson and the
« places appertaining to the French ; and also to describe and
4 settle, 111 like manner, the boundaries between the other 11.1-
4 tish and French colonies in those parts.'44 Commissaries were accordingly appointed by each I ow-
4 er. who executed the stitniUiHons of the treaty in establishing4 the boundaries f/rop<jseil by it. I'hey fi*eil the northern
4 boundary of Canada anil Louisiana by a line beginning in the
4 Atlantic, at a cape or promontory in 58 deg. 30 mm. north
4 latitude : thence, south westwardly, to the lake Mistasin;
4 thence, further southwest, to the latitude ol 49 deg. norih
4 from the equator, and along that line indefinitely."Mr. B. stopped the reading, and remarked upon the ex¬
tract as far i s read. He said this was a statement.a state¬
ment ot fact.made by Mr. Monroe to Lord Harrowby, and
which, of itself, established the twofold tact, tliat the commis¬
saries did act under the treaty of I trecht, and established the
49th parallel as the boundary' line between France and Great
Britain, from the I.ake of the Woods Indefinitely west."
No notice, that Mr. C. could disc >ver, was ever taken of

this statement of Mr. Monroe by the British Government nei-
ther by their Ministers at home nor elsewhere. I he silence
of Lord Hjrrowby, the British Minister, was capable of easy
explanation ; it was found in the fact that the statement, whe¬
ther true or false, had an unimportant bearing on the question
in dispute. As it did not touch the matter in controversy,
nothing more was said about it. He again read from Mr.
Br.m ro*'s speech : .

44 How unfortunate that the Senator from Michigan had not
looked to authentic documents, instead of looking to Mr.
Greenhow's hook, and becoming; its dupe and its victim. If so,
he never could have fallen into the serious error of denying the
establishment of the line under the treaty of Utrecht; and the
further serious error of saving that Mr. Monroe had added
nothing to Mr. Madison's statement, and had left the question
as doubtful a. be found it. In point offact, Mr. Monroe added
the particulars of which Mr. Madison had declared his igno¬
rance added the beginning, the courses, and the ending of
the line ; and stated the whole with the precision of a man
mho had taken his information from the proceedings of the
commissaries. And to whom did he deliver this paper I o
a British Secretary of State, to be laid before the h mg in Cabinet
Council, and to b« used against th* Power who was *1^10the treaty And what did Lord Harrowby say Dei.) the
lact, like the Senator who is so tinlortunate a, t. follow Mr.
Greenhow, or even resist the argument resulting from the fact
Not at all. He made no objection to either the fact or the in¬
ference ; and Mr. Monroe thus proceeded to apply Ins tacts,
and to urge the exclusion of the British ^/^aviga-tion of the Mississippi and its entire valley, as a matter of
right, under the Utrecht treaty, and by the provisions of wh.ch
they could hold no territory south of 49.

Mr. C. said he had not followed Mr. Greenhow he had
merely stated the facta which Mr. Greenhow had collected in

his Ixiok ; but had not put himself on these facts as authen Ue.
A. to the fact of the establishment of this line Mr. Monroe
did not, a. far as appeared, urge it on the Bnti-h M.nistryst
all on the contrary, the paragraph he did nrge on the
Government was in the treaty of 1783.

44 Bv Mitchell's map, by which the treaty of {"""Icd, it was evident tliat thi- northwestern point of the la*, o.

the Woods was at least as high north as tic latitude o
trees. By the observations of Mr. I Itompson,

¦the Northwestern Company, it sppears to be in latitm e deg.
.17 min. By joining, then, the western boundary of Canada t
its northern in the lake of the Woods, and closing >01 ' ,

it follows that it was the obvious intention ol the Ministers w
negotiated the treatv, iu.d ol their respective Governments,
that the United State's sh»ild possess all the territory .J'"* '*';tween the l^ikes and tin* Mississippi, south of the I*'*"'* J.the V.Mti degree of north latitude. This is confirmed by the
course, which are afterwards put sued by the treaty, since
they are precisely those which had been established between

f
Great Britain and France in former treaties. By running due

west from the northwestern point of the Lake of the Wi>odsto
the Mississippi, it diuii have been intended, according to the
lights before tlieni, to take the parallel of the 49th decree oi
latitude at established under the treaty of Utrecht; an(, pur¬
suing thence the course of the Mississippi to the 31st degree of
latitude, the whole extent of the western boundary of th* Unit¬
ed States, the boundary which had been established by the
treaty of 1783 was actually adopted."

It was the treaty of 1783 that the American claim above
ulluded to was based upon, not the treaty of Utrecht at all.
The whole assumption was based on the treaty of 1783.

" This conclusion is further supported by the liberal spiritwhich terminated the war of our revolution ; it having been
manifestly the intention of the |>arties to heal, as far a« eould
be done, the wounds which it had inflicted. Nor is it essen¬

tially weakened by the circumstance that the Mississippi is
called for bv the western course from the 1 j»ke of the Woscls, or
that its navigation is stipulated in I'avor of both 1'owers. West¬
ward of the .Mississippi, to the south of the forty-ninth degree
of north latitude, Great Britain held there no territory; that
river was her western boundary. In running west,and oeding
the territory-to the river, it was impossible not to call for it ;
and, on the supposition that it took its source within the limits
of the Hudson Bay Company, it was natural tliat it should sti-
palate the free navigation ol the river; but, in so doing, ill is
presumed that her Government resected more a delicate. sense
of what it might be supposed to owe K> the interest of that com-
puny, than any strong motive of policy, founded on the interests
of Canada or its other possessions in that quarter. As Great
Britain ceded at the same the Florida* to Spain, the navigation
of the Mississippi by her subjects, if it look place, being under
n foreign-jurisdiction, could not tail to draw from her own
territories the resources which properly belonged to them,
and therefore could not be viewed in the light of u national ad-
vantage.'"

All reference to the treaty of Utrecht was merely by wiy of
analogy, and not pleaded as of authority in the case. The
whole claim was bused on the treaty of 1783 ; and this was
supported by analogy, drawn from the treaty of Utrecht.
The Senator had adverted to another topic. He htul quot¬

ed two articles proposed by the American and the British
commissioners respecting a boundary ; to each of which a pro¬
viso was attached, viz. that the line should not run to the
westward of the Rocky Mountains. Here they are :

Article Jive, as proposed by the American Commissioner».
" It is agreed that a line drawn due north or south (as the

ease may require) from the most northwestern j»art of the
Lake of the Woods, until it shall intersect the forty-aiulh
parallel of north latitude, and from the point of such Inter¬
section due west, along and with the said parallel, shall be the
dividing Hue between his Majesty's territories and those of tte
United States to the westward ot the said lake ; and that the
said line to and alone with the said parallel shall form the
southern boundary of liis Majesty's territories, and the north'
ern boundary of the said territories of die United States Pro¬
vided, That nothing in the present nrticlo shall be construed
to extend to the northwest coast of America, or to the territo¬
ries belonging to or claimed by either party on the continent
of America to the westward of the Stony Mountains."
"Article Jive, as the British Commissioners would agree

to make it.
44 It is agreed that a line tdrawn due north or south (as the

case may require) from the most northwestern point of the
Lake of the Woorls, until it sludl intersect the forty-ninth par¬
allel of north latitude, and from the point of such intersection
due west, along and with the said parallel, shall he the divi¬
ding line between his Majesty's t< rritories and those of the
United States to the westward of the said lake, us far as their
respective territories extend in that quarter; and that the
said line shall, to that extent', form the southern uovndaiit of
his Majesty's said territories, and the northern boundary of
the said territories of the United States: Provided, That no¬

thing in the present articles shall be construed to extend to the
northwest coast of America, or to the territories belonging to
or claimed by either party on the continent of America to the
westward of the Stony Mountains."
The Senator then proceeded to remark on these articles as

follows:
" Here is concurrence (said Mr. B.) in the proceedings of

the commissaries under tli« treaty of Utrecht. Here is sub¬
mission to that treaty on the part of the British, and a surren¬
der under its inexorable provisions of all pretensions to the
long-cherished and darling pursuit of the free navigation of the
Mississippi. True, the article did not then ripen into a treaty
stipulation. It was many years afterwards, namely, at Lon¬
don, in 1818, that this line of 49 was established to the Hocky
Mountains; but the offer of the article in 1807 was conclusive
of the pretension, and, though meutioned at Ghent in 1815, it
was ouickly abandoned.
" The question now (Mr. B. said) was to see what rece|>-

tion these articles met with at home.met with from Mr. Jef¬
ferson, to whom they were of course immediately communicat¬
ed. And here let Mr. Jefferson speak for himself, as speak¬
ing through Mr. Madison, iu a letter to Messrs. Monroe and
Pinkney, (Mr. Pinkney, of Maryland, liaving then joined Mr.
Monroe in London,) under date of July 30th, 1807 :

44 'Your letter ol April 25tli, enclosing the British project
4 of a convention of limits, and your proposed amendments,
4 have been duly received. The following observations explain
4 the terms on which the President authorizes you to close and
4 sign the instrument:

44 4 The modification of the fifth article (noted as one which
4 the British commissioners would have agreed to) may be ad-
4 mitted, in case that proposed by you to tnem be not attaiaa-
4 ble. But it is much to be wished and pressed, though uot
4 made an ultimatum, tliat the provist to both should be enjt-
4 ted. This is, in no view whatever, necessary, and can have
4 little other effect than as an offensive intimation to Spaint^t4 our claims extend to the Pacific ocean. However reaaonjfb
4 such claims may be, compared with those of others, it is ita-
4 politic, especially at the present moment, to strengthen Sptn-
4 isli jealousies of the United States, which it is probably an
4 object with Great Britain to excite by the clause in quesiiou.'
"This, Mr. President, was Mr. Jefferson's opinion ot the

line of 49°.for it throughout.in its whole extent, 4 intlejirutf-
/y,' as settled under the treaty of Utrecht; and not only for it,
but earnestly and prvssiugly so. He was for cutting off the
proviso, and letting the line run through to the ocean ."

Mr. C. said he did not understand the matter so at all. The
very part of the article, and the only part which extended our
title to the Pacific ocean, Mr. Jefferson wished to strike oit,
and he wished it out that we might not alarm Spain with the
iJea that the United States had any pretensions to the territo¬
ry on the northwest coast. Go where the line might, if this
proviso was out Sjiain would have just as much causc of of¬
fence. Without this proviso, the line, by the treaty, would
run to the Pacific, as the Senator asserts ; with the proviso, it
would stop at the Rocky Mountains. Mr. Jellerson was lor
striking out the proviso, and letting the line run to the Paci¬
fic.so said the Senator ; but this would give to Spain the
very offence Mr. Jefferson was desirous to avoid. Here wss
a manifest inconsistency in the statement of the Senator.
Mr. C. would appeal to every man to say whether this repre¬
sentation was consistent with itself. The Senator says that
Mi. Jeffeisori's desire to strike out this proviso was proof of
his desire not to give offence to Spain. How could this lie >

Mr. C. believed that Mr. Jefferson, in his projet, (for it was
only a projet not carried into effect^) did not intend to provide
for running the line west of the Rocky Mountains with the
concurrence of t^ngland. His object seems to have been to
fix the boundary between the United States and England as

far west as the British possessions extended, and it is evident
he did not believe they extended to the Pacific, for that Spain
had the best title there. And besides, (said Mr. C.) if this
line, by the treaty of Utrecht, was actually established, what
was the necessity of any new provision on the subject ? Why
run a line from the northwestern corner of the Lake of the
Woods, supposing it to be on the parallel of 49, as the honor¬
able gentleman says is established by the treaty of Utrecht,
when his whole argument turns upon the assumption that that
parallel had actually been established by that treaty * The
whole was a work of supererogation.
The Senator insisted that the line of 49° north was esta!>-

lisheil by the commissaries as a boundary. Mr. Madison, in
hix instructions to Mr. Monroe, and Mr. Monroe in bis repre¬
sentations to Lord Harrowby, both relied on Postlewait's
Dictionary and D'Anville's map, the only authoiities re¬
ferred to by the Senator ; for he put aside the negotiation
with Lord Harrowby, as it needed not to be examined. The
Senator produced a map as evidence of the French authority
on the question. He found it in Postlewait's Commercial
Dictionary, a work illustrated by maps by the celebrated
French geographer D'Anville, ajid he referred the Senate ki n
ceitain note or description on the northwest corner of the map.
The description was in these words:

44 The line that jmrts French Canada from British Canada
was settled by commissaries after the pease of Utrecht, ma¬

king a course from Davis's Inlet, on the Atlantic Sea, down to
the 49th degree, through the Lake Abitibis to the Northwest
Ocean ; therefore Mr. D'Anville's dotted line, east of James's
Bay, is false."
And the Senator had then gone on to observe :
44 This map was.made by D'Anville, the great French geo¬

grapher of hissg**, and dedicated to the Duke of Orleans, and
said to liave l>eeii made under the |>atronage of the late Duke,
who is said, in a note upon the map, to have expended one
thousand pounds upon its. construction and engraving. The
late Duke was probali'y the Itegent Duke who governed France
during the minority ot Louis XV ; and, if so, the map may be
considered as the work of the French Government itself. Be
that as it may, it is the authentic French testimony in favor of
the line of t trecht ; that line, upon the non-existence of which
the Senator from Michigan had staked the reversal of his Ore¬
gon position."

Mr. C. would here again repeat that that was not the posi¬
tion he hud taken. The position on which he had planted
himxelf was, that, if it could be shown that that line extended
west of the Rocky Mountains, then he would be forever silent
about M° 40'. That it did not, was the position on which
he had staked his political existence.
As to the authority of the French geographer : The import¬

ant fact, he understood, was, that D'Anville's line, in one part
of it, wss, by their own showing, charged with falsehood »
and yet another line, resting on the selfsame authority, was

referred to and relied upon as fully sustaining the ground of
the Senator in regard to the establishment of this boundary
line. But if the authority was false in one part, was it to be
relied on in another ' Common sense would forbid such a

reliance.
Mr. C. said he had read to the Senate Douglass's language:

he had not that of Postlewait. He should not detain the Hen-
ate by going fully into all tho documents which were relied an

to show that the comrtljssaries of France and England did ea-

tablish this line of 49°.
Whst reason was there to believe that the statement was an

historical error} Mr. C. did qot now pledge hiinaelf, and

never had, to prove that the line wa» not established, or that
ii waa. He considered that question as one of Utile or no im¬

portance ; yet he would go into a short inquiry aa to what was
really the fact in the ctiae.

f .After all the light* he had been able to avail hnnaelf ol, he
was induced to think that the Senator from Miaaoun was un¬
der a mistake. He had shown the Senator's authority : he
would now briefly refer to that relied on by Mr. Greenhow.
He desired it, however, to be understood and carefully noted
that he did not put himself upon this point. He kid »tudl.
it with some care ; but that was not the ground on which tie
had taken up Ilia position. What were the facts ' Mr. Oreen-
how referred to Mr. Monroe's letter, and then showed the
identity of expression between that letter and the history of
Douglass, and concluded that Mr. Monroe had derived hu au¬

thority, not from the British archives, but simply irom DoUg-
lass. [Here Mr. C. quoted Greenhow'* book very largely- J| He then said that he held in his hand apaper, for which
he was indebted to his friend behind him, (Mr. Hi*«*«*»>
to whom he took this opportunity of rendering his cordial1 thanks for vindicating his character, (as he understood that
Senator had done in hi» absence,) in a strain of personal elo¬

quence rarely heard on that floor. It was a statement made
by Mofras, a man connected with the r rench em¬

bassy, who had returned to his own country and written an

account of Oregon. On what authority the statements i

contained were based Mr. C. did not know, nor did he asser

any thing in regard to their authenticity :

[He read the paper. This work stated U»t there was no
evidence whatever in the archives of France that any such line
had been established by the treaty of Utrecht, either m the
State Department or the Marine, which it the colonial
ment, and that such a fact was unknown there. Mr. Mo ras

referred also to Oharlevoix, who states that no such line nail
been established.]
And then, to make, as he said, assurance doubly sure, be

read a paragraph taken from the Union.
He then said that the facta going to show that no line was

established by commissaries under the treaty of Utrecht are

enumerated by Mr. Greenhow. Mr. Cass read them :
« On the other liand, Mitchell's great map of America, pub¬

lished in 1755 at London, under the patronage of the Colonial
Department, presents a line drawn around Hudson siBay,^ at
the distance ot about 150 miles from its shore, as the bounds of
Hudson's Bay by the treaty ot Utrecht. And ^ Moato
am,ears on the map ofAmerica accompanying Smollett s U.s-3 ot England, published in 17C0 ; on that of Bennett, pub¬
lished in 1770 ; on that of Faden, in 1777 ; and on some other

No'une'of separation whatsoever between the Hudson's
Bay territories and the French possessions in America is to be
found on the large and beautiful map ol America by Henry
Popple, published in 1778, also under the patronage ot the
Colonial Department, and bearing the stamp ot ^approbationof Dr. Holley, which is particularly minute in all that
to the territories in question; nor on any ot the maps in the
atlas of Maxwell and Sennex, published in 1721? or in any of
those attached to Boyer's political state,for 17S15 to the History
of Hudson's Bay by Dobb's; to the American 1 raveller by
Clunv ; to the History of the British Empire m America >y
W'inne; to Alcedo's Dictionary," &c. Mr. Greenhow also
states that no allusion to such a line is to be found hi the tol-
lowing works : Actes Memoires concernant la paix d Ltrecht,
published in 1716; Actes Negotiationes, &c, depuis la paux
d'Utrecht, 1745 ; the Collection ol Treaties and State rapeis
by Dumont, Boyer, Martens, Jenkinson, Haslet, ; Collection
lies Edits Ordonnances, licc. Concernant le Oanada ; and several
other well and authentic historical wbrks enumerated by him.
Mr. Greenhow also quotes from Charlevoix, an eminent tra¬
veller, sent by the French Government into America, who says
that "the negotiations between the two Courts for the settle¬
ment of boundary ceased, although commisssar.es had been
appointed on both sides for that object since 1713.

This, to be sure, was but negative evidence ; but the matter
admitted of easy proof. Send to the original archives at Lon¬
don and Paris: this would settle the question, and this mode
would be commended by common sense, if the controversy
was between individuals.
Such was the evidence, positive and negative, respecting

the establishment, by French and British commissaries, of this
parallel of 49, as a l>oundaiy between the colonial possessions
of France and England. He repeated once more, emphati¬
cally, that he did not assume the existence or non-existence
of the alleged fact; he did not pledge himself for the truth
or accuracy of what was advanced in Mr. Greenhow s book.
All he said was, that, with the language and authority of Mr.
Madison before him, any man might be excused for believing
that it was extremely doubtful whether any such line ever
was established. The honorable Senator said that Mr. Madi¬
son assumed the fact of commissaries having acted for certain.
But this is an error. For Mr. Madison expressly says " there
is reason to believe" that the line of 49 was established ; and
he adds, but you will perccive the necessity of recurring to
the proceedings of commissioners as the source of informa¬
tion. If this is certainty, what will uncertainty be f Mr. C.
said that he might well be allowed to doubt where Mr. Madi¬
son doubted, with every fact before him referred to by the
Senator from Missouri. If any gentleman insisted on the
other side that it was, let bim produce the evidence establish¬
ing the fact.
The facte adduced by the Senator went to prove that Mr.

Monroe never did go to the archives of the British Govern¬
ment, or, if he did, that he found nothing there ; and that,
in his communications with Lord Harrowby, he only quoted
the words of Douglass.

Mr. C. said that his chief object in rising had been to put
the Senator from Missouri right as to the real position Mr. C.
had taken in his speech. As to the vindication of the history
ol this matter, he did not consider it of an importance suffi¬
ciently grave to occupy the time of the Senate. He admit¬
ted, however, that on one point the Senator had given him avei'y fair hit, and had done it in good taste. He referred to
the efleet of mistresses, and favorites, and mignons on politi¬
cal aflaits of kingdoms, from the middle ages even down to
the present day. He had had in his recollection the general
fact that the spoiling of Mrs. Masham's silk gown had had an

important influence on the affairs of England in the reign of
Queen Anne. He had not recently read the history, (aa,
probably the Senator had recently done,).[Mr. Bmto:* de¬
nied that such was the fact].but he had been under the un-
pression that this affront of Mrs. Masham (the Queen s favor-
ite) had had the effect of driving England into a war. He
was glad to find that in this his memory had been at fault,
and that, in fact, it had driven England and France into a

treaty of {>eace. The influence, however, was the same ; and
that was the point Mr. C. had been pressing. He acknow¬
ledged that in point of historical accuracy it was a fair hit.

[Mr. Bawro*. And certainly a very gentle one.]
That is all true. I acknowledge my obligation to the Se¬

nator for the correction, and in my printed speech I shall
avoid the error.

But here Mr. C. would ask leave to refer to the language
of his si»eech, (he had it with him,) to show what was the po¬
sition he bad taken before the Senate. What had he said
What was the grave question which he had presented to the
Senate ' He would read it:

«. Mr. Cass said the remarks I made the other day I will now
repeat. The treaty of Utrecht never refers to the parallel of
49, and the boundaries it propose to establish were those! I*-
tween the French and English colonies, including the Hud¬
son's Bay Company and Canada. The charter of the Hud¬
son's Bay Company gianted to the proprietors all the . lands,
countries, and territories' upon the waters discharging them¬
selves into Hudson's Bay. At the date of the treaty of
Utrecht, which was in 1714, Great Britain claimed nothing
west of those ' lands, countries, and territories, and of course
there was nothing to divide between her and F ranee west of
that line.
- "Again, in 1714, the Northwest was almost a terra incogni¬
ta a blank upon the map of the world. England then nei-

1 ther knew a foot of it, nor claimed a foot of rt. By adverting
to the letters of Messrs. Gallatin and Rush, giving an account
of their interview with Messrs. Goulburn and Robinson, Brit-

j ish Commissioners, dated October 20th, 1818, and to the let-! ter of Mr. Pakenham to Mr. Buchanan, dated Septemlier 12,| 1844, it witl t>e seen that the commencement of the British
«rlaim Is limited to the discoveries of Captain Cook in 1778.
How, then, could a boundaiy have been established fifty years
liefore in a region where no Englishman had ever penetrated,
and to which England had never asserted a pretension > And
yet the aaaumption that the parallel of 49 wan eftahliaheu by
the treaty of Utrecht, as a line between France and England
in those unknown regions, necessarily involves those inconsis¬
tent conclusions. But, liesides, if England, as a party to her
treaty of Utrecht, established this line, running to the Western
ocean, as the northern boundary ot I«ouisiana, what possible
claim has she now south of that line ' The very fact of her
existing pretensions, however unfounded they may be, shows
that she considers herself no party to such a line of division.
It shows in fart that no line was run 5 for if it had been, the
evidence of it would be in the English archives, and in truth
would be known to the world without contradiction.

This was the ground Mr. C. had taken, viz. to show that
the treaty of Utrecht established no boundary line west of the
Rocky Mountains, and therefore that our claim was not limit¬
ed hy any such line in Oregon. Did the Senator believe that
that line did run west of the mountains '.for this was the
whole point. Did the Senator believe so? [Here Mr. C.
paused.] If he did, let him say so; if he did not, Mi. C.
should take it for granted that he did not. [Mr. Behtoi*
smiled, and motioned to Mr. C. to pr-iceed ] The 8enator
did not even say that he believed it; and if not, then where
was the need of his making a long s|<eech, and of Mr. C. s

refuting it, respecting a mere abstract historical fact, said to
have happened a century and a half ago, and having no more
relation to the question of our rights in Oregon than to our

rights in the moon ' Why all this waste of time and effort,
if the Senator believed that no such boundary line ever divid¬
ed the Oregon Territory '

Mr. C. said he had been lor 54° 4<V. The Senator was
in favor 49°, and he wanted Mr. O. to go for that line. Mr.
C. never had dreamed of pledging himself to go for it, if it
could lie shown that snch a line ever had been established
under the treaty of Utrecht east of the Rocky Mountains.
He should have been fitter to be the tenant of a mad house
than a member of the Senate, could he have given any such
pledge. No; what he said was, that France (to whose title
under the treaty of Louisiana we succeeded) never had known
of such a line west of the Rocky Mountains.which was the

only practical fact in the caae. And he now was glad to find
Ithal Senator himself did not believe »uch . line ever had
been established.

Mr. C. said that he now, therefore, considered himself u
fiee. He v«tut no lunger . the prisoner of the Senator from
Missouri. He had broken the bonds of 49°. He would not

say that he had broken the flaxen bands thrown around him
as the strong man hurst the cords of the Philistines ; but he
would say that he had broken the imaginary bonds in which
he was thought to be held, and felt himself no longer a captive.

There was one word in this treaty of Utrecht on which
great stress had been laid, and that was the word "indefinite¬
ly." The line was said to run with and along the parallel of 49
westward "indefinitely." Of course it did not mean that the
line was to be run physically.through the wilderness. All
knew that that was impracticable ; and no man had pretend¬
ed that its not being run was any proof of its not having
been (in tho words of the treaty) "established." Of
ourse the " establishment" referred to was by the fixing of
certain points from which the line could be run afterwards.
But Douglass said, and Mr. Monroe repeated the assertion
after him, that this Line thus established rail westward
"indefinitely." Even if it was so, "indefinitely" did iiot
mean "infinitely." It meant that it should run westward
as far as the limits of the territory belonging to the Hudeon
Bay Company might run, be that longer or shorter.
[Here Mr. C. referred to the narrative of an early explorer,
to whose accuracy ho bore testimony; but what he said, or

how it was connected with the argument, the reporter tailed
to comprehend.] This line was said to run indefinitely to
the coast, liecause the western bounds of the Hudson Bay
{tossessions were then unknown ; but, wherever those pos¬
sessions stopped, this boundary stopped. What proof was

there that it ran west of the Mountains ? What right had
England or France to say that it should run there ' And, if
they did, how would their act bind other nations ? And how
would it divide the possessions of Spain '

Mr. C. said that they who went foi 54 40 were, it was
true, but a "small band." He belonged to that band now.

But thi< was not the first time he had contended for that line
as our northern boundary. In a printed address delivered in
1843, at Fort Wayne, be had taken the same ground ; that
was long before thii was made a political or party question.
A portion of the members of the Senate did honestly believe
that 49 was the only limit to which our title was clear and
indisputable. Yet he presumed that they all thought that the
United States had some claim north of that line. When they
would set up any pretensions north of it, they were met by the
assertion that the treaty of Utrecht established 49 as the boun¬
dary, and that it extended west of the Rocky Mountains.

Mr. C.'s object had been to show, not that no such line had
ever been established any where, but that no such line ex¬

tended west of the Mountains to divide Oregon, or to set up
49 as a barrier over which we could not pass. We might
have an imperfect title to a part of the territory, and a peifect
title to the residue; or we might have an imperfect title to
the whole of it, or a perfect title to the whole. But, what¬
ever our title was, no solid title to Oregon ever could be di¬
vided by the parallel of 49.

It has beeu contended (said Mr. C.) that the faith of the
nation is pledged to this line of 49° in Oregon, because our
Government in the early stage of this controversy claimed only
to that line. Mr. C. said that the early pretensions of the
Government had not committed the faith of the nation at all,
for two reasons : 1st. They were founded on this historical
error, now known to be such, that the parallel of 49° was es¬

tablished by the treaty of Utrecht, running, as they supposed,
to the Pacific. Pretensions founded on such an error create
no obligation when the error, is discovered : and, 2d. Since
then we have strengthened and perfected our title to Oregon
by the treaty of Florida. |

Mr. C. here read a synopsis of the positions which he took
in Ilis speech the other day. They were.

1. No such line as the parallel of 49° is Bhown to have been
established to the Pacific.

2. The country on the Pacific was entirely unknown and
unclaimed when the treaty of Utrecht was formed.

3. British negotiators in 1826 and Mr. Pakenham in 1844
fir the commencement of the British title at the voyage of
Capt. Cook in 1778.

4. The treaty of Utrecht only provides for establishing lines
between the French and British colonies, including the Hud¬
son Bay Company. The British held nothing west of that
company's possessions, which by the charter included " lands,
countries, and territories" on the waters running into Hud¬
son Bay.

This argument, Mr. C. stated, he owed to the Senator from
Missouri, (Mr. Atchison,) whose speech upon this subject
was listened to by the Senate with great attention and plea¬
sure a short time since, and which presented many striking
and original views upon the subject.

5. If England established this line to the Pacific Ocean
she can have no claim south of it.

6. How could France and England claim the country to
the Pacific so as to divide it between them, when so late as

1790 the British Government, by the Nootka convention,
.fprensly recognised the Spanish title to that country, and*
claimed only the use of it for her subjects in common with
tl^oae of Spain '

Mr. BENTON said that he would take up the gentleman
at the point where he had entrenched himself: he understood
the gentleman to say that if the proviso attached to article 5,
proposed by the British Commissioners, were omitted, that
then the boundary line of 49° would stop at the Rocky
Mountains.

Mr. CASH h«r» interposed, and was understood by the
Kejwrter to say that he had stated thia, not as his own idea,
but the idea of Mr. Benton. He had not contended that the
line would in any case run to the Pacific.

Mr. BENTON resumed. He understood the Senator to
say that if the proviso attached to the article was stricken out,
(aa Mr. Jefferson wished it should lie, and directed Mr. Mon¬
roe to "press" that it should be,) that then the dividing line
of 49° would not extend west of the mountains. I understand
the gentleman to say so.

Mr. CA8S here again explained, but was not distinctly
understood by the Reporter

Mr. BENTON, repeating what he had already twice said,
I understand hiin to say that if the proviso in the 6th article
in the British projet for a boundary were stricken out, tho line
would stop nt the Rocky Mountains. I so understood hira
when he made his speech; I so understood him in his first ex-
palliation ; and I still so understand him. And then I say
understanding him so, and his silence admits that I am right
then I say that the honorable Senator is "out of the frying
pan into the fire." [A laugh.] When I heard the gentle¬
man refer to that 5th article, and stop the line at the mountain,
if the proviso was cut off, I construed that the copyist in tran¬
scribing it had made some fatal omission ; but, on turning to
the report of my speech as given in the Intelligencer, I find
the whole article was copied correctly, and that instead of be¬
ing omitted, as I had feared, the clause was made emphatic
by being printed in italics.

Hie Senator has fallen into so grave an error as, by impli¬
cation, to say that in 1807 the United States had no claim to
any territory west of the Rocky Mountains, and on the as¬

sumption he has just mado our claim in Oregon must date
after 1807.
The article to which Mr. Monroe says the British Ministers

were willing to accede was in these words .-

" Article 5, n» the British Commissioners would ugree /.
make it.

"It it agreed that a line drawn due north or south (ai the
c** m*y require) from the most northwestern point ofthe Lake
of the Woods, until it shall intersect the forty-ninth iiarallel of
north latitude, and from the |toint ofsuch intersection due west

along and with the said parallel, shall he the dividing line be¬
tween his Majesty's territories and those of the United States
to the wettward of the said lake, a, far as their respective
territories extend in that quarterand that the said line shall
to that extent, be the southern houndaiit of his Majesty's
said territories, and tlie northern bowulary of the said terri¬
tories of the United States: Provided, That nothing in the i»re-
sent article shall be construed to extend to the northwest coast
of America, or to the territories belonging to or claimcd by
either party on the continent ef America to the westward of
the stony Mountains."

I his is the article, and (he Senator, by saying that tho
omission of the proviso would stop the dividing line at the
mountain, clearly says that we had no territory at that time
west of the mountain.

'' f<"* an their respective territories extend in that
quarter. '

I he |iarallclof 49 is here recognised as alioundarv ho farwest
as the territories of the parties extended at that time. Thia was

in 1807, fifteen years after Gray's discovery of the mouth ofthe
Columbia, and the year after Lewis and Clarke's return. It
was in that state of our title that Mr. Gallatin, in 1817, speak¬
ing of the valley of the Columbia, declared our right to it to
be clear and unquestionable. It is to thia title, such aa we

then had west of the Rocky Mountains, that Mr. Jefferson
wished Mr. Monroe to " press" upon the British Ministers a
division by the 49th degree. Happily, in pressing this line
then, he cannot be accuaed of having been under British in¬
fluence. No man will accuse Mr. Jefferson of being the ad¬
vocate of British claims ; and therefore the fact that he offer¬
ed the line of 49 throughout to the sea must be beaten down.
beaten down.hidden.concealed.torn out of the minds of
the American people. Mr. Jeffersorl consented to this line ,
and he, thank (Jod, cannot be attacked by such a weapon , he
must escape, and will escape the charge, though no other liv¬
ing man who follows him can hope to do so. All the forty-
nines of the present day are to he brought into court and ar-
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vent the signing of the treaty, (which waa just on tha eve of
tsking place,) and that this article, aa Mr! Jefferson wished,
nad heen inserted without the proviso, ami the treaty had been
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But, coming to the next, the Senator say. that Mr M.,
roe produced no I,at of authorities to Lord HvroJby Bat
before he demands a list of authorities to wove M, u V
assertion that thia line w»K established by commiss.ri«!T*? "

the treaty of Utrecht, he must first show that Lord R.T, ,
the British Secretary of Stale, disputed or deni7uIcZ7 Vf
two parties have opposite interests in a disputed matter'anH
one of them brings forward a fact beating on the claim* or in¬
terests of the other, before he brings out his proofs to establiah
it he will wait to see if it ia denied, and if not, where is the
uae of parading his proofs > Mr. Monroe says the commina-
rtea did meet, and did establish a boundary line, running with
and along the parallel of 49 indefinitely to the west . and ha*
tng stated this in a verbal interview with the Minister fa
greater aecdnty he afterwards reduces it to writing and sub¬
mits it to him. Did Lord Harrowby deny the fact * That
is the question. Did he dispute the fact f Did he urge the
shghest objection to the assertion.he whose Government had
been a party to the treaty in question, and had concurred in
establishing the very line f Wever ! He admitted the whole .

And yet it is objected that we find Mr. Monroe urging no list
of authorities to prove what was admitted !

But here the honorable Senator has been guilty of an egre¬
gious ,um set/uitur. He says that, because Mr. Monroe used
the same language respecting the establishment of this line
that Douglass does, therefore he followed Douglass. Now,
the ergo 111 the case seems to me lather to be, since Monroe
and Douglass used the same language in regard to the same

thing, they must both have borrowed from the same source
viz. that to which Mr. Madison had referred Mr. Monroe, and
that was the proceedings of the commissaries.the official re¬
cords of the British Government. The Senator says that Mr.
Madison did not know whether such a line ever had been run j
but Mr. Madison had the benefit of all the publicity of such a

fact, and all official means of knowing it. He assumes the fact,
although he does not know the particulars: he assumes the
fcict. Mr. Jefferson, besides his being one of the most accom

plished general scholars and statesmen of his day, was Pre¬
sident of the United States. He had himself been in Europe,
and while in Paris it was his well known custom to spend his
afternoons in the libraries and bookstores of that city, search¬
ing out all he could find which bad any hearing on this coun¬

try. Mr. Madison, under his direction, and acting as his Se¬
cretary of State, assumes the fact that the commissaries had
met, and had had "proceeding»" in reference to the line, and
he sent a paper, with memorandums and marginal notes,
(which is not *ow to be found,) containing doubtless the
reasonings by which he was to make good his argument from
that fact. Who drew up the paper Mr. Madison does not

say, but it is highly probable it was Mr. Jefferson himself.
In giving these instructions, he knew and felt that he had
new and delicate ground to tread; and he therefore sent him
all the suggestions which might aid him in making himself
certain of his facts before he relied upon them in argument.
Mr. Monroe did add to what Mr. Madison had told him ; he
gave the particulars respecting the line, and undoubtedly he
had access to the records of their proceedings then in London.
Can it be supposed that such men.and I do but perform a

duty and obey a patriotic impulse while I speak with defer¬
ence of those who have gone before us.would act as the
Senator seems to think that they did in a matter of this weight
and consequence ' There never have been since their day, or

before it, statesmen more able, more calm, more just, more

careful, more laborious, more sagacious, or more patriotic,
than those who steered us through the storm of the Revolu¬
tion, and formed the Government under which we live. There
were doubtless in our army men who* deeds of valor entitle
them to an eternal Known , but for years past any attention
has in a particular manner been turned to the acts of those
who conducted the political part of the Revolution ; and I
am prepared to say that men more wise, more devoted, more

regardless of themselves, or more careful to do nothing but
what was right befors God and man, never were granted to a
nation in the hour of its greatest necessity.
The men of whom I have been speaking in connexion

with the present question, were men of the Revolution. It was
Jefferson who directed Madison what to write , it wm Madison
who directed Monroe what to do and say. These men it is
who say that the line of 49° was established by commissaries
under the treaty of Ltrecht, and directed Monroe to seek for
the particulars in the proceedings of the commissaries, to be
fount) in London. And is it at this day to he admitted ; and
i* it to he repeated here by an American Senator, on such an

authority as Greenhow ; and is an American Senate to sit and
near it; or can any American bring himsdf to suppose, that
James Monroe, an American Minister thus instructed, a man
of the utmost labor.a man of whom I have heard it said that
he carried his office with him wherever he went in the so¬

cial circle, in hi* walks, in his rides.and was so occupied, so

engrossed by his business, that it never was out of his mind
that such a man as this would go to the English Court and
set like a beau Dawson, and, instead of going to the proceed¬
ings ol the commissaries, as instructed, should have recourse
to a map published in Boston.wou>d found his official asser¬

tions and arguments to Lord Harrowby on a map matte in
iioston No. It was not by comparing piles of maiis that
he was to convince Lord Harrowby. How could it be ex¬

pected that he should make a parade of authorities when the
BnliA Minister admitted the fact and all iu consequences at
the first interview > Such presumptions are not to lie tole-
rated.
The Senator contends that the map I produced from Postle-

wait, though constructed by D'Anville and dedicated to the
Duke of Orleans, is of no authority, because it contains a note
stating that the east end of the line, the end east of James's
Bay, is incorrect. But hew does that inference follow ? The
inference waa the other way : that all ia admitted to be correct
except the part objected to of the line.the residue was correct.

I now repeat my position, that I spoke in vindication of his¬
tory.of the truths of history.and of the intelligence of the
Senate, and in refutation of the impeachment of such men as
Jeffemon and Madison and Monroe in a book by one Mr.
Greeahow.a book approved and vouched for by the 8enator
from Michigan. That book denies that the commissaries
were appointed under the treaty of Utrecht, and that they
did estabish the line of 49 as a lioundary between the French
*nd English peaaeasions.a denial which I understood to be
endorsed by the Senator himaelf.

I knew that it would be an impeachment on the intelligence
of the Senate to let such a statement go any further. What '

that the members of thia hotly should be ignorant of the pro¬
visions and history of a treaty which put an end to the war
between Queen Anne and Louis XIV, which established the
great landmarks which have been guides to the policy of
nationa ever aince > I could not couaent that our character
should go to the world branded with ignorance like this. The
penalor endorsed the book, and thia would give it currency
in burope as if it were an authority on which we relied. It
was due to the Senate snd to the American character to show
wat such a conclusion would be utterly unfounded, and that
ine hook was entirely erroneous touching ao great a fact aa

"! 'l,hn»ont of a boundary under that treaty between
e British and the French poaseaaions in America.
As to the question of Oregon I have not touched it, nor

shall 1 at Resent. The time has not yet come. I expressly
'1 ,Tr ' ha''. .t*Wishcd the fact of the boundary, that I

would have nothing to do with its application. I say that the
manner in which the Senator commented on Greenhow's book
rendered it proper that I ahould correct the error into which

"Hen. To do that I produced authorities bearing di¬
rectly on that point.authorities not " recently met with,"
but known and examined by me twenty years ago. Then,
having began, I hatl to go on to the end ; and this brought me
to Mr. Jefferson, and to the great fact that Mr. Jefferson pur¬
sued the line of 49 as a boundary as far west as the limits of
oar territories extended. When I got there I thought I had
got to a place of ahelter. With Jefferson before ua.the vir¬
tual discoverer, the political father of Oregon and Its great
river, the line which he agreed to might well he agreed to by
others. . . .*.

I had two points in view.one was to show that Mr. Jef¬
ferson was in favor of carrying this boundary of 49 into Ore¬
gon and to the Pacific, and the other was to show that Mr.
Monroe waa under no necessity to produce the proof of the
acta of the commissaries, l«>cauac L011I Harrowby seems at

once to have admitted the line.
Mr. WEBHTER aaid that he wished thoaegentlemen who

proposed to go into the history of this matter (which he did
not) to turn their attention to two questions which he would
state.

IT
h CerUin th",» b* lh* Umth of treaty of
Irecht, it was provided that commissaries should he appoint¬

ed to determine a line of reparation between the French and
¦¦¦Hi possessions in the northern part of the continent of


